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445 1Zth Street 3W ,%:s,
Washington, DC 20254 %

~aumer interested in precuoegcting competition, innovation, and
use of cable TV content, 1| urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204{a) ‘1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies t¢ integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

New ten years atter the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable

rrmpd 1Las have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
aifernatives Lo proprietary set.-top boxes, thus hampering innocvation
A1 harmlnq consumers. The integration ban will also help market

compeflticn prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
Lo make legitimate use of recorded content.

Iy adopting content prorection limits (encoding rules] in docket nc.
97-50, the Commission recognized the impertance of allowing consumers
ropake certaip uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provide 's or copy::ght holdsr's wishes. With competition spurred on
Dy ocre integravion ban, consumers would have the freedom te choose the
lzast restrictive cable-compatihle device available. The CableCARD
standar<d already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
»iting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse It caple providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competltlﬁn

I zase refusc requests for waivers of 41 CFR 56.1204'a) (1)
Tingrarely,
renftrey Steenkerdge

*h Jlaver Park Dv Apt 4
Pochester, MY 14618-4521
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245 2th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Az a consumer interested in prctecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to irntegrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

How ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
aiternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration pan will also help market
sexmet itlon preven!t furty.r restrictions on cable subscribers' ability

thhe

toe make legitimate use of reccrded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding ruies) in docket no
%7-80, the Commission recocgnized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's »r copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The cableCARD
-<zapdard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limirng non-infringing uses, and such restrictions wiil get even
worse if capbie providers' ret-rap boxes are unchecked by cornpetition.

Please refuse requests for waiver; oF 47 CFR 76.1204 (a)(1).
Sincerely,
Mr , Scochon Radee

1406 S St NwW
Adashington, Do 250G%-3524
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Az a consumer interested in prutecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV zontent, T urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.12044a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and alt
et cable providers. The FOC's integration ban, which in effect
rexiires cakle companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
ser~top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their teet long enough on competitive
aiteinatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable su.zcribers® ability
v~ raxe legitima E use of recorded content.

By adopting zontent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-8C, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
5 make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider’s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration bkan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
. ewm. © restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CabieCARD
ndard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
imiting non—-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1% cable previders' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

i

—
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Tleave refuse vequests For waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)

[ R .1
Hlncerely,

I'r. John Draper
544 Berkeley Hve
Mer 1l Park, Ch 94025-2323
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445, 12th Street SwW ceofﬂiesecr Cﬂmmj&gm
Washington, DC 20554 Clary "

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CER 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
tc make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With ccmpetition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
1imt=ing non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even

worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7&6.1z204(a) (1)

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Baum

24 Tompkins Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11231-4404
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As a consumer interested i.n protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rFcc's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the iIntegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr. Rajan Karunakaran

93 Richards Ave
Nerwalk, CT 06854-1679
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Jan 13, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nowvw ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Peter Callister

2409 Arnette Dr
Salt Lake City, UT 84109-3402
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 75.1204 (a) (1)by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into their own
set-tup boxes, remains goocd policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ahility
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
timiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse i f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Phillip Cripps

35898 Calle Raphael
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7932
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harminy consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection Limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of aliowing consumers
Zo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
srovider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting ncn-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
‘worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Fhillip Cripps

35898 Calle Raphael
ZTathedral City, CA 92234-7932
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs into their own
set-to!? boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set.-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).-
3incerely,
Mr. Meriachem Pastreich

55 W 92nd St Apt 3H
New York, NY 10025-7643
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445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable "TVcontent, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rcc's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers”™ ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicon recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of Tv content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
timiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1z204(a) (1).
sincerely,
Mr. Ryan Royles

9201 Dansforeshire Way
Wake Forest, NC 27587-3402
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1)by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cabkle companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today,

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1}.
Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Snyder

3609 Glenn st
Philadelphia, PA 19114-1704
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204¢(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
>ther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
zompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
ind harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
Lo make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
Least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

?lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFP 76,1204 (a) (1}.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Ringsred

401 Sibley St Apt. B114
Saint Paul, MN 55101-1910
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FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intoc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoeding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
Least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
‘Thomas Hanlin

1010 N 2nd Ave Unit 131C
2hecenix, AZ 85003-5413
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As a censumer Interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
tegitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of Tv content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
oy the integraticon ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCaRD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nor-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse iT cakle providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

?lease refuce requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){1).
Sincerely,
.John Schmidt

1671 sw Fellows st Apt H
McMinnville, OR 97128-7307
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Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
Wwalvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
>ther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
~ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
—o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
47-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
—o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
iimiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Brian Hall

6319 Dewsbury Dr
Colorado Springs, CO 80918-3132
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Jan 23, 2007

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 ¢a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nowv ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-8Q, the Comnission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Emeterio Cruet

300 W 145th St Apt 7N
New York, NY 10039-3147
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)by NCTA, Charter, verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCG's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
Iy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
Zimiting non~infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Scott Toothman

5520 Summerfield Dr E
Tuscaloosa, AL 35404-3648
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection 1imits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. William Smith

5054 Westminster Dr
Fort Eyers, FL 33919-1922
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The rFoc's integration ban, which in effect
requires cakle companies to integrate CableCARDs iInto their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

New ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will aisc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless OF a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatikle device available. The cableCARrRD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ szt-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. David Moscovitz

3628 Clares Ct
Fairfax, VA 22033-4642
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizcn, and all
other cable providers. The rFcc's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CaknleCARDs Into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternarives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integrztion ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 75.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
alyssa franks

92 Bow Ln
North Conway, NH 03860-53%00
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As a consumer interested i.n protecting competition, innovation, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 74.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to iIntegrate CacleCARDs Into theilr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers® ability
te make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of Tv content, regardless of a particular cable
provider®s or copyright holder®s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
ceast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1Ff cable providers®™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1.
Sincerely,
Faul Matzner

2415 Blake st
Berkeley, CA 94704-2805
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable Tv content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
917-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CakleCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr. Jeremy Meade

103 Trailside Ct
Coraopolis, PA 15108-9170
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, | urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.12041(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
.set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
91-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse i f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1),
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Ferry

414 Candlewood Rd
Broomall, PA 1%008-1732
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
leyitirnate use of cable Tv content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
~o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 7e.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Jason Potter

2422 Rough Slate Ct
Las Vegas, NV B89178-8225
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1| urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The ¥FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
teast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
Limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Piease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) {1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Mark Bales

1900 Renaissance Dr Apt 1405
Norman, OK 72071-1579




